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Interview Summary 



Application No. 

09/537,812 



Examiner 

William G Trost 



Applicants) 

WHITE ETAL. 



Art Unit 

2683 



All participants (applicant, applicant's representative, PTO personnel): 

(1 ) William G Trost . (3) Kevin Imes . 

(2) Russell White . ( 4 ) ■ 

Date of Interview: 13 June 2003 . 

Tvoe: a)E3 Telephonic b)D Video Conference 

c)D Personal [copy given to: 1 )□ applicant 2)D applicant's representative] 

Exhibit shown or demonstration conducted: d)D Yes e)S No. 
If Yes, brief description: . 

Claim(s) discussed: 1.11.16 and 34. 

Identification of prior art discussed: N/A. 

Agreement with respect to the claims f)El was reached. g)D was not reached. h)D N/A. 

Substance of Interview including description of the general nature of what was agreed to if an agreement was 
reached, or any other comments: See Continu ation Sheet. 

(A fuller description if necessary, and a copy of the amendments which the examiner agreed would render the claims 
dtowrt^^ must be attached. Also, where no copy of the amendments that would render the claims 
allowable is available, a summary thereof must be attached.) 

tup pormai WRITTEN REPLY TO THE LAST OFFICE ACTION MUST INCLUDE THE SUBSTANCE OF THE 
^NTeS KSKJm^ a reply to the last Office action has already been filed, APPLICANT IS 
SoHE MONTH FROM SlS INTERVIEW DATE TO FILE A STATEMENT OF THE SUBSTANCE OF THE 
INTERVIEW. See Summary of Record of Interview requirements on reverse side or on attached sheet. 



WILLIAM TROST 
SUPERVISORY PATENT EXAMINER 
TECHNOLOGY CENTER 2600 



Examiner Note: You must sign this form unless it is an 
Attachment to a signed Office action. 



Examiner's signature, if required 



U.S. Patent and Trademark Office 
PTO-413(Rev. 04-03) 



Interview Summary 



Paper No. 10 



^^nmary of Record of Interview Requiremeil 

SSS-o. not an agreement with the examiner was reached at the mtemew. 

Title 37 Code of Federal Regulations (CFR) § 1.133 Interviews 

ra«^^ 

I^^^pZm^. or understanding in reiation to which there is disagreement or doubt. 

The action of the Patent and Trademark Office cannot be based exclusively on the written record in the Office if that record is itself 
incomplete through the failure to record the substance of "J^"«- m substance of an interview of record in the application file, unless 

theexaminS 

interview by checking the appropriate boxes anc ^^ , J^^ I ^^ 8 ^7^ , ri ual of Patent Examining Procedure, or pointing 
requirements for which interview recordation » gg^P^J^ ^ e exd uded from the interview recordation procedures below. Where the 
out typographical errors or unreadable scnpt in Office actions or tne iiKe j ^ erauucu . Summary Record is required, 

substonle of an interview is completely recorded ,n an of the file, and listed on the 

The Interview Summary Form shall be g.ven an approp riate Paper No-, placed tne ng p ^ ^ 

"Contents" section of the file wrapper. In a personal maitedto^he applicanfs'correspondence address 

conclusion of the interview. In the case of a telephone <^^^^SXS^^ is not likely before an allowance or if other 

The Form provides for recordation of the following information: 

" - Application Number (Series Code and Serial Number) 

- Name of applicant 

- Name of examiner 

- Date of interview 

- TvDe of interview (telephonic, video-conference, or personal) 

- Jarne o pL«pant(s) (applicant, attorney or agent, examiner, other PTC i personnel, etc.) 

- An indication whether or not an exhibit was shown or a demonstrate conducted 

_ An identification of the specific prior art discussed description of the general nature of the agreement (may be by 

- NOtl: A9reement 38 10 a " 0Wability " tentaUVe d06S 

,t is desirable that the examiner orajiy remind ^ ap £ nt of his or her^ 
substance of the interview. 

A complete and proper recordation of the substance of any interview should include at least the following applicable items: 
?) A S Sption of the nature of any exhibit shown or any demonstration conducted, 
2) an identification of the claims discussed, 

?, an ISSon of K ^£1 — of a substantive nature discussed, unless these are already described on the 

' i _ _j u. , tun Cuominar 



Interview Summary Form completed by the Examiner, rtr£iCQnt£1 H tn thP Pxaminer 

5) a brief identification of the genera, thrust of the P™°^ description of the arguments is not 

(The identification of arguments need not be len 9^ n e t f f b ° r /' e pn 2!, ° ^ of the principal arguments made to the 

describe thlse "Arguments which he or she feels were or might be persuasive to the examiner.) 

?! ; ssr^ — * described in •» lnterview summary Form wmp,eted by 

the examiner. 

Examiners are expected to carefully review the applicant's record of the substance of an interview, .f the record is not complete and 
accurate. X^e l^L extendable one month time period to correct the record. 



Examiner to Check for Accuracy 



pa?e^c!ordTgte substance of the interview along with the date and the ex.mn.r-. mit.als. 



2 



Continuation Sheet (PTO-41 3) Application No. 09/537,812 



Continuation of Substance of Interview including description of the general nature of what was agreed to if an 
agreement was reached, or any other comments: Applicants representative pointed out that the Office Action of 
4/30/03 contained claim rejections which do not seem to address the currently pending claims. Applicants also 
discussed that it was not clear where Examiner Harry was interpreting the prior art with respect to the newly added 
"long range" / "short range" RF communications. Spe Trost noted that claims 34-39 were submitted in the previous 
amendment while applicants only submitted claims 34-38. This was attributed to a clerical error in Applicants file. SPE 
Trost further stated that the previous action will be vacated and a new office action issued shortly. . 
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